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REMARKS 

Claims 1-60, 61-69, 72-74, and 101-102 are pending- In the Office Action, claims 55- 
59, 80-81, 83, 87-90, and 98-99 were objected to for various informalities. Claims 71-73 were 
indicated to contain allowable subject matter, but were objected to as depending from rejected base 
claims. Claims 91, 92, and 98 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly anticipated by 
U.S. Patent Application Publication 2003/0177076 ("Mighty. All other pending claims were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as allegedly unpatentable over various combinations of U.S. 
6,564,208 CLittlefield), Might, U.S. 6,360*222 ("Quinn"), Official Notice, U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2003/01771 1 1 ("Egendorf 7 ). U.S. Patent Application Publication 2001/0047354 
("Davis"), U.S. 6,560,620 ("Ching"), and U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0167845 
("Cora"). 

Applicants would like to thank Examiner Rosen for the courtesy extended during the 
July 19, 2005 personal interview with Applicants' representatives. As discussed during the 
interview, claims 61, 70-71, and 75-100 are canceled herein without prejudice to pursue the subject 
matter of these canceled claims in this or a subsequent continuation application. Further, Applicants 
have amended claim 1 to incorporate subject matter indicated to be allowable in the Office Action 
while reserving the right to pursue claim 1 as originally filed in this or a subsequent continuation 
application. Further, claims 2, 7-8, 17, 20-22, 24, 26-28, 30, 39, 43^*4, 55, 58, 62-63, 65-69, and 
72-74 are amended herein to correct certain informalities and to ensure a proper recitation of claim 
dependencies in view of the claims that have been canceled, the claims that have been added, and 
the subject matter that has been incorporated into claim I. Claims 101-104 are newly added. 

Applicants note that the prior art of record foils to teach many of the limitations of 
independent claim 1, not confined to the limitations indicated to recite allowable subject matter in 
the Office Action. For example, claim 1 as originally filed, and as amended, recites "a placement 
heuristic." The Office Action cited Littlefield (Figs. 1A, IB, and 2; col. 5, liaes 13-67) as teaching, 
among other things, a placement heuristic. However, Littlefield teaches no more than associating 
"search result listings" with "non-default items." (Col. 4, lines 23-24.) "Non-default items," e.g., 
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particular graphics, fonts, audio files, etc., may thereby be displayed or otherwise associated with a 
company's listing included in search results. (Col. 4, lines 25-41 .) The portions of Littlefield cited 
by the Examiner simply teach retrieving these non-default items when search results are returned. 
(CoL 5, lines 13-67; Figs. 1A and IB.) However, Littlefield makes no teaching or suggestion of 
applying a placement heuristic to listings included in search results, much less of generating a 
response based on a request and a placement heuristic, as is required by claim 1. Accordingly, for at 
least this reason, in addition to the reasons stated at page 36 of the Office Action, claim 1 is believed 
to be in condition for allowance, as are all other pending claims in the application, all of which 
depend from claim 1 ♦ 

In addition to the foregoing, Applicants reserve the right to advance other arguments 
regarding the patentability of independent claim 1 . Further, Applicants believe that numerous of 
their dependent claims are separately patentable, and accordingly reserve the right to present 
arguments regarding the patentability of their dependent claims. In addition, if the Examiner 
intends to maintain the rejection of any of the pending claims, then for each instance in which the 
Examiner has taken Official Notice in the Office Action, Applicants hereby seasonably challenge 
the Official Notice taken by the Examiner in accordance with 37 CFR 1.104(d)(2) and MPEP § 
2144.03. Therefore, the Examiner is required to produce documentary proof as evidence of the 
Official Notice in response to this communication. In the event that the Examiner does not produce 
documentary proof, the rejection on which the Official Notice is based should be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, each of the presently pending claims in this application is believed 
to be in immediate condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is respectfully requested to 
pass this application to issue. 

Applicants believe that no fee is due with this response. However, if a fee is due, please 
charge our Deposit Account No. 07-2347, under Order No. 03-801 8, from which the undersigned is 
authorized to draw. 

Dated; August 1 1, 2005 Respectfully submitted, 

Leonard C. Suchyta 

Registration No.: 25,707 
Verizon Coiporate Services Group Inc. 
600 Hidden Ridge Drive 
Mailcode HQE03H14 
Irving, TX 75038 
Customer No.: 32127 
Telephone: 972-718-4800 
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